
 

 1 ADOT Project No. 060 MA 192 H8665 01L  
 

 

 

Summary Report: Agency and Public Involvement for Scoping 
July 2014 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Prepared by 

Arizona Department of Transportation 

206 S. 17th Ave. 

Phoenix, AZ 85007 

In cooperation with 

U.S. Department of Transportation 

Federal Highway Administration 



 

 2 ADOT Project No. 060 MA 192 H8665 01L  
 

Contents 

1.0 Introduction ......................................................................................................................... 4 

1.1 Overview of Public Involvement Goals, Process, and Strategies ..................................... 4 

1.2 Scoping Purpose ............................................................................................................... 4 

2.0 Agency Scoping .................................................................................................................... 5 

2.1 Agency Scoping Notification ............................................................................................ 5 

2.2 Agency Scoping Meeting .................................................................................................. 5 

2.3 Agency Comments ........................................................................................................... 6 

3.0 Public Scoping ...................................................................................................................... 7 

3.1 Elected Official and Key Stakeholder Briefings ................................................................ 7 

4.0 Public Scoping Meeting ........................................................................................................ 8 

4.1 Public Hearing Notification .............................................................................................. 8 

4.1.1 Mailer ....................................................................................................................... 8 

4.1.2 Media Release .......................................................................................................... 8 

4.1.3 Newspaper Display Notices ..................................................................................... 8 

4.1.4 Fliers ......................................................................................................................... 8 

4.2 Event Organization ........................................................................................................... 9 

4.3 Open House Room ........................................................................................................... 9 

4.4 Presentation Room .......................................................................................................... 9 

5.0  Website Updates .................................................................................................................. 9 

6.0  Public Comment Opportunities ......................................................................................... 10 

6.1  Comment Forms............................................................................................................. 10 

6.2  Written Comments ........................................................................................................ 10 

6.3  Email Comments ............................................................................................................ 10 

7.0 Results ................................................................................................................................ 10 

7.1  Quantified Summary of Participation ............................................................................ 10 

8.0 Title VI - Civil Rights ............................................................................................................ 11 

Appendix A:  Public Hearing Public Involvement Plan ................................................................ 12 

Appendix B:  Agency Scoping Letter and List of Agencies Invited .............................................. 14 

Appendix D:  Media Release ....................................................................................................... 18 



 

 3 ADOT Project No. 060 MA 192 H8665 01L  
 

Appendix E:  Newspaper Advertisements .................................................................................. 19 

Appendix F:  Fliers ...................................................................................................................... 20 

Appendix G:  Fact Sheet .............................................................................................................. 21 

Appendix H:  Comment Form ..................................................................................................... 22 

Appendix I:  Display Boards ....................................................................................................... 23 

Appendix J:  Presentation .......................................................................................................... 25 

Appendix K:  Comment Log ........................................................................................................ 26 

Appendix L:  Title VI Summary ................................................................................................... 46 



 

 4 ADOT Project No. 060 MA 192 H8665 01L  
 

1.0 Introduction  

 

The purpose of the US 60 (Superstition Freeway), Crismon Road to Ironwood Drive study is to prepare a 

Design Concept Report (DCR) and environmental document to evaluate options and select a preferred 

alternative that meets the goals of the Regional Transportation Plan Freeway Program (RTPFP), satisfies 

the requirements of the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and obtains public support. The 

project will provide for the addition of one high-occupancy vehicle (HOV) lane and one general-purpose 

lane in each direction of travel along US 60 within the study limits. An Environmental Assessment (EA) is 

the anticipated level of environmental documentation. 

The RTPFP includes funding for additional HOV and general-purpose lane improvements on US 60 

between Crismon Road and Meridian Road, with final design budgeted in Fiscal Year (FY) 2016 and 

construction in FY 2020. Future freeway improvements between Meridian Road and Ironwood Drive are 

currently unfunded and would not be eligible for RTPFP funds. However, public comments received on 

another ADOT project (US 60 Interim Interchange at Meridian Road) has resulted in the extension of the 

east study limit to evaluate improvements that may be needed on US 60 west of Ironwood Drive. The 

Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) has also requested an evaluation of an ultimate full-access 

traffic interchange (TI) at the intersection of US 60 and Meridian Road. 

1.1 Overview of Public Involvement Goals, Process, and Strategies 

For this study, a Public Involvement Plan (Appendix A) was developed to describe in detail how ADOT, 

FHWA, and the study team would inform, involve, and obtain meaningful input from the public, elected 

officials, media, and agencies regarding the US 60 (Superstition Freeway), Crismon Road to Ironwood 

Drive study, while in compliance with the requirements of the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) 

and other related legislation, policy, and guidance. The goals of the public outreach program included:  

 Engaging a broad, representative cross-section of the public to help ensure the Draft EA (DEA) 

reflects and incorporates agency and public input  

 Providing clear and accurate information that encourages informed public participation and 

input  

 Providing multiple, convenient ways for interested parties to provide comment  

 Providing multiple means through which the public can learn about the study  

 Documenting public input accurately  

1.2 Scoping Purpose 

Scoping is generally defined as “early public consultation,” and is one of the first steps of the NEPA 

environmental review processes. The purpose of scoping is to involve the public, stakeholders, and 

other interested agencies early on in the environmental compliance process to help determine the 

range of alternatives, the environmental effects, and the mitigation measures to be considered in an 
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environmental document. The results of scoping help to guide an agency’s environmental review of a 

project.  

As part of the scoping process, agencies often conduct public meetings. Scoping is not limited to public 

meetings; however, public meetings allow interested persons to listen to information about a proposed 

project or action and express their concerns and viewpoints to the implementing agencies. During 

scoping meetings, the lead agency generally outlines the proposed project, defines the area of analysis, 

identifies issues to be addressed in the environmental compliance document, and solicits public 

comments. Agencies also establish a scoping comment period to accept comments submitted in writing 

or by phone.  

Scoping comments are considered by ADOT and FHWA during the formulation of alternatives and are 

used to determine the scope of the environmental issues to be addressed in the environmental 

document. 

2.0 Agency Scoping 
The purpose of the Agency Scoping Meeting is to introduce and provide an overview of the project to 

stakeholder agencies and project partners. A review of preliminary findings from the preliminary data 

collection process, discussion of key project issues and challenges, schedule, and 

communication/outreach issues are presented. In addition to providing background and other pertinent 

information to the stakeholder agencies and project partners, the Agency Scoping Meeting is also 

designed to assist the study team in having the stakeholders identify any issues, concerns and 

opportunities they feel need to be addressed during the course of the study. 

2.1 Agency Scoping Notification 

The study team prepared and distributed a scoping letter to agency representatives who may have an 

interest in the study. The letters were mailed on May 8, 2014 to 15 agencies. View the agency scoping 

letter and list of agencies (Appendix B). 

2.2 Agency Scoping Meeting 

ADOT held an agency scoping meeting on May 22, 2014 at the ADOT Urban Project Management Large 

Conference Room, 1611 W. Jackson Street, Phoenix, Arizona 85007. The purpose of this meeting was to 

provide agency representatives with preliminary study information and to receive input regarding any 

issues that they feel should be evaluated. Individuals representing the following agencies attended this 

meeting: 

• ADOT 

• FHWA 

• Maricopa Association of Governments 

• Central Arizona Project 

• City of Mesa 

• Arizona State Land Department 
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• Maricopa County Department of Transportation 

 

The agency scoping meeting began at 1:00 p.m. and included an overview of the project followed by a 

discussion session. The overview included study purpose and objectives, engineering and environmental 

elements, study schedule and process, as well as an overview of the existing study area.  

During the discussion session, agency representatives were able to comment on the study and the 

information presented. In addition, contact information was provided for agency representatives to 

continue providing input. 

2.3 Agency Comments 

Following the presentation, each agency representative was asked for input on the study during the 

discussion session. The comments and responses are documented below in Table 1. 

During the discussion session, agency representatives were able to comment on the study and the 

information presented. In addition, contact information was provided for agency representatives to 

continue providing input. 

Agency Comment 

Central Arizona Project • Previously met with ADOT/AECOM and identified some early concerns, 

including O&M and future trail access 

• On-going coordination to address access concerns 

City of Mesa • Meridian TI – may request dual-lefts and/or bike lanes 

• Project should consider walls at Signal Butte Road TI and Crismon Road 

TI for additional lanes 

• Hoping not to see increased freeway lighting 

• Wants to maintain as much traffic access as possible during 

construction 

Arizona State Land 

Department 

• Asked about half-interchange improvements.  AECOM indicated that 

final plans have been submitted and suggested that State Lands 

coordinate with final designer for that project. 

• Drainage concerns; want to ensure R/W needs are adequate to address 

this.  They would like to be copied on drainage reports 

• Would like to ensure access to their parcels 

• Would like to see future socio-economic data so that they can 
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coordinate with information held by State Land’s own planning group. 

• Ensure existing/future utility coordination for State Land parcels 

• Meridian Road alignment concepts need to allow for developable 

remnant parcels 

• State Land R/W group needs to be involved in the design process for 

R/W (they require 12-15 months in the schedule) 

Maricopa Association of 

Governments 

• Concerned that project limits include unfunded segments that are not 

part of the regional plan.  

• Asked why design & construction were so far apart in the schedule and 

what impact that may have on the environmental clearance. 

Maricopa County 

Department of 

Transportation 

• Two MCDOT projects are underway along Meridian Road 

o Meridian - Empire to Ocotillo (TT275) 

o Riggs Road – Ellsworth to Meridian (TT251) 

• Previous planning study by MCDOT done along Meridian Road 

• Numerous on-going or planned developments to the south 

 

3.0 Public Scoping  
The scoping strategy included four main goals: engage stakeholders to help ensure the DEA incorporates 

agency and public input, provide clear and accurate information, and provide multiple, convenient ways 

for interested parties to provide input on the project. 

3.1 Elected Official and Key Stakeholder Briefings 

Opportunities for local, state, and federal officials to be briefed on the study were provided by 

representatives of ADOT’s Communications Division. The purpose of these briefings was to provide an 

understanding of the study and provide an overview of the public input and comment opportunities. 

Briefings were provided for the following individuals/groups: 

 

 State Land Department 

 Central Arizona Project 

 Cities of Mesa and Apache Junction 
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4.0 Public Scoping Meeting 
The public scoping meeting for the US 60 (Superstition Freeway), Crismon Road to Ironwood Drive study 

was help on Thursday, May 29, 2014, at Mountain Vista Medical Center, 1301 S. Crismon Road, 

Classroom 3/4, Mesa, AZ 85209, from 5:30 p.m. to 7:00 p.m. The main purpose of the meeting was to: 

 Present the study 

 Obtain comments on the study 

 Provide information on the NEPA process 

4.1 Public Hearing Notification 

4.1.1 Mailer 

Prior to the public meeting, a mailer (Appendix C) providing notification of the upcoming scoping 

meeting was distributed to approximately 16,000 residents and businesses, those within the study area, 

as well as individuals on the study stakeholder mailing list. Information regarding the public meeting 

location and the various methods to provide comments were also included. 

4.1.2 Media Release 

ADOT issued a media release (Appendix D) about the public scoping meeting on May 20, 2014 to more 

than 80 news organizations and individual reporters in Maricopa and Pinal counties. In addition, the 

release was sent to more than 4,000 subscribers on ADOT’s project-news distribution list and posted on 

ADOT’s website. 

4.1.3 Newspaper Display Notices 

Print advertising was used to provide information about the public scoping meeting and public comment 

period, as required by NEPA. The table below provides a list of publications used for advertising, run 

dates, and topic of the advertisement. Copies of the advertisements are included in Appendix E. 

 

Publication Run Date Topic 

Arizona Republic April 30 and May 7, 2014 Public Hearing 

East Valley Tribune May 15 and May 25, 2014 Public Hearing 

4.1.4 Fliers 

Fliers (Appendix F) were used to provide information about the public scoping meeting and public 

comment period, as required by NEPA. Fliers were distributed to the following: 

 All businesses between Crismon Rd. and Ironwood Dr. within ¼ mile of the US 60 
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 City of Apache Junction 

 City of Mesa 

4.2 Event Organization 

The public scoping meeting was organized into two areas: a presentation room, and an open house 

room to view study maps, schedule, and talk with study staff. These areas were set up in two adjacent 

rooms, with a common hallway for easy access between the rooms.  

In the main hallway, participants were greeted by study team members and provided an overview of the 

meeting format, along with a Study Fact Sheet (Appendix G) and comment form (Appendix H).  

4.3 Open House Room 

In the Open House Room, study information, maps, resources, and staff were set up in an open house 

style. Numerous staff were available to answer questions, roll plots and display boards were available 

for review, comment forms were provided at tables for written comments, and Title VI information was 

on display. 

In addition to information boards that provided general information (welcome, etc.) the following 

subject were displayed in the Open House room (Appendix I): 

 Study Considerations 

 Environmental Considerations 

 Study Purpose 

 Study Schedule 

 How to Provide Input 

 Study Area 

4.4 Presentation Room 

In this room, participants heard a formal presentation (Appendix J) at 5:45 p.m. Following the 

presentation, question cards were available for a Q&A.  

5.0  Website Updates 
As an active component of the public outreach approach, the study website was updated prior to and 

after the public scoping meeting with the following information:  

 Study information  

 Study Fact Sheet 

 All public meeting materials including the flier, presentation, display boards and roll plots  

 Public meeting information including date, time, and location 
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6.0  Public Comment Opportunities 

6.1  Comment Forms 

Comment forms were available at the public meeting. Participants could complete the form at the 

meeting and place them in a comment box. Participants also had the option of taking the form home 

and returning it by mail or fax at a later date. An online comment form was developed for the public to 

utilize on the study website (azdot.gov/Crismon).  

6.2  Written Comments 

In addition to comment forms, comments could also be submitted via other written documents. As 

shown in the table in Section 7. Results, written comments consisted of form letters and individual 

letters.  

6.3  Email Comments 

The email account (projects@azdot.gov) was utilized for electronic comments.  

7.0 Results 

7.1  Quantified Summary of Participation 

For each outreach technique, the number of participants was tracked using sign-in-sheets, visual counts, 

tallies, and computer reports. Table 2 shows the number of participants in the 30-day comment period, 

organized by participation method. It should be noted that the cumulative total does not represent 

“unique” participants; a single person could be counted in multiple categories. For example, some 

individuals attended the public meeting and provided written comments. The log of all comments 

received is available in Appendix K. 

 

Table 2: Outreach Participants 

Participation method Participation Numbers 

ADOT Email 22 

Web Comments 16 

Telephone Comments 3 

Written Comments 8 

Public Meeting Attendance 97 

Total Participation 146 
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8.0 Title VI - Civil Rights 
Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 and related statutes assure that all individuals are not excluded 

from participation in, denied the benefit of, or subjected to discrimination on the basis of race, color, 

national origin, sex, age and disability. Executive Order 12898 on Environmental Justice directs that 

programs, policies, and activities not have a disproportionately high and adverse human health and 

environmental effect on minority and low-income populations. Outreach efforts were designed and 

implemented to ensure that these protected populations were provided the opportunity to participate 

in the public scoping meeting. The Title VI summary is available in Appendix L.  

ADOT’s goal is to prevent discrimination through the impact of its programs, policies and activities. In 

accordance with ADOT’s Title VI Policy, the following tasks were undertaken at the public hearing:  

 Title VI brochures were available (in both English and Spanish) to attendees  

 A Title VI Public Notice was displayed  

 Statistical data of meeting attendees was collected via a voluntary Title VI Self Identification 

Survey card 

 Offered Americans with Disability Act accommodations at the public hearing 
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Appendix A:  Public Hearing Public Involvement Plan 
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Appendix A:  Public Hearing Public Involvement Plan 
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Appendix A:  Public Hearing Public Involvement Plan 
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Appendix B:  Agency Scoping Letter and List of Agencies Invited 
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Appendix B:  Agencies invited to the Agency Scoping Meeting: 

 Arizona Department of Public Safety 

 Maricopa County Sheriff's Office 

 Maricopa Association of Governments 

 Maricopa County  

 City of Mesa 

 Mesa Public Schools 

 Pinal County 

 Central Arizona Governments 

 City of Apache Junction 

 Town of Queen Creek 

 Apache Junction Unified School District 

 Arizona State Land Department 

 US Bureau of Reclamation 

 Central Arizona Project 

 Sky Island Alliance 
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Appendix C:  Mailer 
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Appendix D:  News Release 
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Appendix E:  Newspaper Advertisements 
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Appendix F:  Fliers  



 

 21 ADOT Project No. 060 MA 192 H8665 01L  
 

Appendix G:  Fact Sheet 
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Appendix H:  Comment Form 
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Appendix I:  Display Boards 
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Appendix I:  Display Boards 
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Appendix J:  Presentation 
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Appendix J:  Presentation  
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Appendix J:  Presentation  
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Appendix K:  Comment Log 

# Name Type Comment 

1 Joyce 

Schenck 

Written I feel it’s very important that the freeway is widened to Ironwood. I 

understand it is a different county, but it’s very dangerous. I have 

come close to being hit twice between Signal Butte and Ironwood 

because the traffic came to a dead stop from 65 miles per hour. If 

not a full lane, at least put in a right turn lane before Ironwood so it 

doesn’t back up. 

2 Andy Hartle Written I am not sure why you are bothering to put an interchange at 

Meridian Road. It goes nowhere to the south and is a lousy two-

lane road to the north. There are exits at Signal Butte and Ironwood 

that would seem to suffice. 

3 John Maher Written It’s about time!! We need an exit for Meridian Rd. from the 

freeway. I use Meridian Road almost daily, and I’m forced to exit on 

Signal Butte or Ironwood Road – that’s ridiculous considering the 

traffic and the roundabout routes we are forced to take. 

4 Janine Solley Written I like the widening plan. I wish the planning and study area would 

extend past Ironwood to Goldfield since it is the end of the 

freeway. At least make it part of a longer-term plan. 

5  Written All things are in good hands. I would like to see the highway that 

will bypass Gold Canyon get more attention. 

6 Howard 

Hartman 

Phone He expressed concerns that access to US 60 eastbound has been 

removed. He said ADOT once explained that the intersection is too 

close to the Loop 202/US 60 TI, so those ramps cannot be readded. 

He would like ADOT to reconsider restoring access at US 60 and 

Sossoman, claiming there are other freeway interchanges with full 

access, even when located near a major TI. He doesn't feel the 

interim TI at Meridian will help with congestion related to people 

going to/from Costco. He also expressed concerns with the traffic-

light timing on Sossoman. 

7 Dennis Austin Email 

 

I am writing in regards to your study beginning at Crismon Road to 

Ironwood Road. 
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I am in Favor of an added HOV Lane and Very in Favor of an 

entrance - exit at Meridian Road. I live in the area and see the 

added access to 60 needed. I think it will help alleviate congestion 

from Ironwood Road due to the Queen Creek Morning and 

afternoon congestion. Also, the Signal Butte area is congested due 

to the Superstition Gateway Mall area. Thus it would make faster 

access to 60 for people living in that area. 

 I would also be in Favor of an East bound entrance and exit also. 

Although any upgrade in this area would be greatly appreciated. 

Thank you for hearing my opinion on this subject  

8 Marsha 

Bonne 

Email Yes, I'm all for the change.  This should have been done years ago 

when you were working on U.S. 60 in this area, but you didn't. It 

would have saved you money by doing it then. The sooner you can 

get started on this project the better I would like it. If you do it, will 

you start this project when the winter visitors get it, for it will tie up 

the traffic worse than what is it already.  I hope not. 

9 Russ Young Email This portion of the US60 is in great need to additional lanes in both 

directions. I've experienced backups during busy times as long as 2 

miles. Additionally, the eastbound exit ramp to Ironwood Rd. backs 

up onto the 60, frequently with sudden stops.  This need to be two 

lanes for the length of the ramp, not just splitting at the end. 

10 Dave 

Fredrickson 

Phone Add a 4th lane from Crismon to Signal Butte going east on US 60, 

due to traffic congestion associated with Walmart and Swap Meet. 

All for Merdian interchange at US 60. Concerns with traffic signal 

timing. 

11 Jan Long Phone She expressed

lanes. She is 

concerned her home and other homes will be acquired by ADOT. 

She also expressed concerns that snowbirds will not have an 

opportunity to comment because they are not here during the 

public process. 

12 Judy Johnson Written This Written is citizen input regarding the proposed 1-60 Highway 

project between Crismon Rd. and Ironwood Rd. It is sad that you 

are seeking public input at this inappropriate time. Thousands of 

“Snowbirds" who OWN PROPERTY along both sides of 1-60 in this 
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area have gone for the summer months to cooler places. They are 

not present to give input or go to meetings. Shame on you! 

My input: 

1. There is absolutely no need for adding exits on Meridian Rd. 

Both sides of Meridian have open land and only one major 

business. If ADOT feels that this might bring in businesses 

please note there hundreds of good buildings empty and for 

sale in Mesa. 

2. 1-60 is an extremely busy highway going both directions. How 

many drivers during any day exit on Signal Butte and 

Ironwood? Not enough to add another exit. 

3. Thousands of drivers use 1-60 to commute from Florence and 

beyond, from Apache Junction, Gold Canyon, and East Valley 

Mesa. Construction on 1-60 will jam up traffic for miles every 

single day causing accidents and creating "road rage". 

4. As far as environment impact it will affect thousands of people 

living in retirement communities in the East Valley between 

Signal Butte and Ironwood. The EPA will do absolutely nothing 

to stop the project. They will just tell you that there will be 

"minimal if any impact". We do not need any more traffic noise 

or any more emissions floating over our wonderful retirement 

communities. 

5. We, the taxpaying citizens, are totally angry with the Obama 

Administration WASTING away our tax dollars and then asking 

for more and more. The Federal Highway Commission is trying 

to help Obama "create Jobs" but how long will these jobs last? 

(Two years to build a highway project?) And will this be Federal 

Contractors or AZ contractors? The Feds gave the contract to 

mine the richest Copper mine near Florence to a Canadian Co. 

when there were great mining companies in Globe and 

Superior. 

6.  Alternative---don't accept the waste of taxpayer dollars. Leave 

1-60 as is. 

13 Jill Moritz Email I will be out of town on 6/13 when the meeting will be held 

regarding the road work planned on U.S. 60 between Apache 

Junction (Ironwood Dr.) and Mesa (Crismon). I live in Gold Canyon 

and go through this section of U.S. 60 on a regular basis.  I have 

found that the Eastbound off-ramp for Ironwood is backed up 

considerably and causes a slow-down to stoppage quite often.  
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Ironwood southbound had major work done a few years ago, but it 

didn’t seem to help the U.S. 60 backup.  I have not witnessed a 

problem with the Westbound lanes at any time. 

An interchange at Meridian might alleviate some of this traffic for 

Signal Butte and Ironwood.  However, since Meridian is currently a 

secondary road, it would require improvements north and south of 

U.S. 60 for an interchange to be practical.  I believe Meridian 

separates the border of Apache Junction and Mesa.  How would 

improvements on Meridian north and south be funded?   

Hope the meeting is informative and productive. 

14 Dennis and 

JoAnn Rook 

Email I recommend the following: 

Crismon to Ironwood should be at least three lanes both directions.  

Don't change existing carpool lanes. Start/stop positions ok as is.   

Eastbound exits at Signal Butte and Ironwood should be two lanes. 

Far right lane at Signal Butte should be exit only and both exit lanes 

at Ironwood should be exit only (with the left  two freeway lanes 

continuing east at that point).  Existing westbound exits at 

Ironwood, Signal Butte, and Crismon ok as is.  

Skip the limited and probably very expensive exits at Meridian. I 

wouldn't use them. Nothing there that I can't access from another 

exit. Besides, Pinal Co and Maricopa Co would just fight over the 

maintenance costs anyway.  

We use this freeway every day during commute times. Eastbound 

in the pm between Crismon and Ironwood is dangerous and very 

scary. We stay in the left lane and pray! 

15 Carolyn 

Guerra 

Email I am unable to attend the Thursday, May 29, meeting discussing the 

expansion of US 60 from Crismon to Ironwood, but I would like to 

add my comment.  This is a much needed expansion in the east 

valley.  I am sure that the number of accidents just in this 1 – 2 mile 

stretch of road proves the need for improvement, not to mention 

the weekend traffic build up during the Renaissance Fair.    

Thank you for your consideration to this request. 

16 Larry H. Written This Written is citizen input regarding the proposed US 60 Highway 

project between Crismon Rd. and Ironwood Dr. I believe it would 
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Johnson 

 

have been more appropriate for you to have solicited input when 

thousands of "snowbirds" who own real estate on either side of US 

60 were here to attend the community meeting you've scheduled. 

In any case, here's my input: 

1. I agree with the purpose of the project as stated. To add one 

high-occupancy vehicle (HOV) lane and one general-purpose 

lane in each direction of travel along US 60 within the study 

limits. In this area traffic is already on US 60 using existing 

interchanges at Crismon and those to its west and east; also at 

Ironwood and those to its east and west. Once the traffic is on 

US 60 it makes sense to move it along as expeditiously as 

possible. As your communication states, the project is partially 

funded at this time for construction between Crismon and 

Meridian, and the "hope" is further funding will be found to 

complete the widening on both sides to Ironwood. 

 

2. As far as an "interim interchange" is concerned at US 60 and 

Meridian, my view is it's not needed at this time from the 

traffic that I've observed on Meridian. I think interchanges at 

Signal Butte and Ironwood are adequate to serve the Meridian 

corridor for quite some time into the future. I'm assuming that 

your view is "if we build it, they will come". I think far too many 

government projects are funded with this mentality and that's 

the primary reason we taxpayers are burdened with the tax 

load we currently experience. 

 

3. Your communication further states that the Federal Highway 

Administration has requested an evaluation of ultimate full-

access traffic interchange at the intersection of US 60 and 

Meridian Road. My wife and I have owned a residence in Mesa 

since 2004, and have been full-time residents since 2010. In our 

travels around Mesa, Apache Junction and other areas in the 

east valley, a vast amount of vacant store fronts in mini and 

large shopping centers is evident virtually anywhere one cares 

to drive. Rather than developing the Meridian corridor and 

being concerned about a full-access interchange at US 60 and 

Meridian I suggest this as your goal. I feel your time and that of 

other concerned local officials would be better spent coming 

up with a comprehensive plan to re-invigorate the 

entrepreneurial spirit and provide for developmental incentives 
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to repopulate all this vacant real estate we see throughout the 

area. Let's try to get away from the practice of letting 

developers build wherever they can find a good deal on real 

estate, and then the municipalities have to build roads to 

accommodate them and we taxpayers have to shell out a ton 

more in taxes to finance the whole process. We need a break! 

17 Mary and Jim 

Poteat 

Email I live on Meridian Road and would very much like to see and off 

ramp off oh Hwy. 60 onto Meridian. Now we have to get off at 

Signal Butte or Ironwood and proceed to southern in order to get 

to our house. 

Please consider this in your proposal. 

18 Gary and 

Jeanette 

Restrom 

Email We do not want to have on and off ramps off highway 60 onto 

Meridian Road. 

Meridian Road cannot take care of the traffic is already has.  

Meridian Road is in terrible condition. Meridian Road is the dividing 

line between Apache Junction and Mesa and is also the dividing line 

between two counties and because of that it seems like no one is in 

charge of making Meridian Road safe and drivable. There are holes 

and cracks so big that the road is dangerous.  It is only a two lane 

road and cannot handle more traffic. Also, to the south Meridian 

only goes to baseline, so what would be the advantage of all the 

expense? Please count us as No for the proposal. 

19 Don and Judy 

Benoit 

Email My wife and I live in Meridian Manor a gated 55yrs and older 

community located on the corner of Southern and Meridian Road. 

 We both feel that this Interchange would only benefit the local 

area. Super Target and other Stores showed interest in building on 

the corner of Southern and Signal Butte. Perhaps this would spark 

further interest on their part. 

Las Palmas showed interest in building a community on the corner 

of Southern and Meridian. Perhaps this would spark further 

interest on their part as well. It is my understanding they own the 

land. 

 The US 60 access on Signal Butte cannot handle the traffic. The 

amount of people going to the shopping centers there, as well as 

going to the Swap Meet overwhelms this intersection of traffic. 
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Often times local police officers are dispatched to this intersection 

to direct traffic overriding the traffic signs. 

In the past there has been rejection to growth to this area by local 

ranchers who are in fear of losing their ranches. I believe they may 

offer the only objections to this upgrade in our roads. 

Improvements will come, even with objections from the few who 

will discourage it. The reality is, we must all do, and accept what is 

best for the majority. You have the support of my wife and I on this 

project. 

 We wish you the best with this endeavor.    

20 Robert 

Raymond 

Email GREAT! 

I think the most needed project would be to add a third lane both 

East and West between Signal Butte and Ironwood and possibly on 

to Idaho which would ease the access to Arizona route 88.  My wife 

and I live in Gold Canyon and anytime we have to go into Mesa, it 

can get a bit scary with the heavy traffic on 60 West of Ironwood 

until past Crismon. 

I am not so sure about an interchange with Meridian Road, but it 

might simplify access to Route 60 for people on both sides of 60. 

You can add my "yes" vote to each project. 

21 Amy L. 
Allanson 
 

Email I am a  citizen of Pinal County and I am offering my suggestions for 
the projected work at Chrisman and US60 are as follows 
 
1.  Widen US 60 from Crismon Rd to at least Idaho or as far east as 
possible by adding 2 general-purpose lanes and NOT an SOV lane. 
HOV lanes are underutilized on most freeways for the average 
commuter since we have a majority of cars with driver only. 
 
2. Eliminate the plan for an interchange at Meridian Rd since the 
present road only goes to Baseline Rd and then one would need to 
drive on Baseline to get to Ironwood to go south to the San Tan 
Valley. This would only bottleneck at Ironwood and Baseline. I'm 
not sure that widening the overpass to 2 lanes in each direction is 
even a valid suggestion.  
 
3. If an HOV lane were used as a general-purpose lane, it would be 
advisable to continue with an additional lane beyond any 
destination presently mentioned since it would shrink from a 4 lane 
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to a two lane and again we would have a bottleneck as happened 
when US 60 first opened with lanes reduced suddenly from several 
(I think it was at Gilbert Rd) to only 2. Accidents happened until 
more lanes were added to keep the traffic flowing smoothly. 
 
Thank you for considering my suggestions. 

22 Carolyn 

Guerra  

Email When this study is completed and if it is determined to move 

forward, what is the time frame (what year and how long)?   

23 Jenner & 

Darling  

Aderinto 

Email This particular stretch of the high does not affect my daily 

commute.   

24 Nancy Nichols Email I am very much in favor of additional lanes between Crismon and 

Ironwood on the US60.  Monday-Friday afternoon traffic is slowed 

significantly, and I have personally witnessed many near accidents 

as people try to get out of the right hand lane because traffic is at a 

standstill before the Ironwood exit.  Additionally, traffic during the 

Renaissance Festival in February and March makes it nearly 

impossible for local residents to go about their normal business if it 

involves using the US60.  I realize the Crismon to Ironwood addition 

of lanes would not solve the Renaissance Festival traffic problems, 

but I do believe it would help at least a little.  

I am also very much in favor of the rubberized asphalt as it 

definitely makes the road much quieter. 

25 Not provided Email I agree with the proposed project. It would aloe better traffic flow 

between signal butte and Ironwood and allow for an exit at 

Meridian to alleviate traffic stoppage.   

26 Dennis and 

Fay Austi 

Email In regards to Improvements to us 60 from Crismon to Ironwood DR. 

There is need for over coating the area. 

Also, I don't think there will be an environmental problem with 

adding freeway exits and entrances on Meridian Rd. as the impact 

wouldn't be any greater than the other freeway access's in the 

immediate area. 

I would like to see an entrance and exit to US 60 in both directions, 

but any improvement would be welcomed by my friends and I in 

the area. 
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 Improvements to 60 accesses from Meridian are welcomed as they 

will reduce the heavy traffic at Ironwood Road and the Gateway 

Mall and Mesa Swap Meet traffic at Signal Butte. 

We are in favor of the improvements. 

27 Not provided Email The EAST BOUND I-10 interstate desperately needs re-paved from 

at least Watson Road to Airport Road just before Jackrabbit Trail in 

the west Valley before widening at Meridian to Crismon Road!   

That part of the I-10 is really bad in the right-hand lane, such that 

everyone gets over into the left lane to avoid the pavement on the 

right lane?   

Also the WEST BOUND 1-10 from Airport Road overpass to just 

before the on-ramp west bound from Airport Road also is very 

rough and needs repaved.  

Any idea when this re-paving can be done for us out here in the 

west valley?? Thanks! 

28 Anonymous 

per request 

Email Let me first say that I think widening US60 is long overdue.  It 

should be widened to Idaho.  You have a lot of boats, etc exiting 

there to go to the lakes.  Stopping at Ironwood will only create a 

jam during rush hour. 

Now….adding that limited interchange at Meridian is money that 

could be spent elsewhere.  Whatever happened to “limited access” 

roadway? This will be access like Sossaman or Superstition Springs 

Blvd.  Take a look at Lindsay.  There is no interchange there.  

Another thing to consider is that Meridian is the only crossing for 

US 60 that does not have traffic lights.  (That means the possibility 

of fewer accidents)  Police, Fire and Emergency Vehicles do not 

have to deal with that type of traffic (traffic lights) and it can 

reduce response times.   

I know a lot of people really want the traffic on Ironwood to be 

reduced.  Some people have started using the new AZ 24.  As those 

improvements continue to be extended more and more people will 

switch and Ironwood will become more manageable. 

Hopefully some of these points will give you another perspective. 



 

 37 ADOT Project No. 060 MA 192 H8665 01L  
 

29 n/a Email If you have more meetings I think that a larger room would be 

needed and a  functioning PA system 

It would also be nice for Signal Butte to go all the way to Ocotillo. 

30 Jolene 

Stettler 

 And Steven 

R. Stettler, 

RLA 

Email/Online Given the history behind the US 60, the present alignment was 

established many years ago and over the decades has expanded as 

the need has arisen.  Past widening projects were undertaken for 

the purpose of the increased traffic demands and for the safety of 

those traveling this highway system.   

The following are observations and specific comments: 

• No new ROW required. 
 

• With mass transit options non-existent, development of 
the highway is necessary given the expanding population in 
Eastern Maricopa and Western Pinal Counties.  Park n’ 
Rides located at Power Road and the 60 or Power Road and 
the Loop 202 are the closest locations with which to 
connect to mass transit hubs.    
 

• During the study phase and eventually planning stages, 
future park n’ ride locations should be looked at in an effort 
to meet the growing commuter trend.  Possible sites may 
include Meridian Road or Ironwood Road.     
 

• ADOT has indicated that the extension of the freeway 
would include a rubberized surface.   Given the current 
sound levels which carry in excess of ¼ to ½ mile south of 
the present alignment, I would like to see rubberized 
surfacing as a mandatory requirement for approval of this 
project.   
 

• Presently, sound attenuation walls have been installed 
along the southern side of the Superstition Freeway where 
it is elevated and where residential housing is the adjacent 
land use adjacent the freeway right-of-way.  It is for that 
reason that I would strongly request that a similar structure 
be built from Crismon Road (along the south side of the 
freeway) to at least the swap meet site, preferably to Signal 
Butte.    

Thank you for this opportunity to provide input for this forthcoming 

project.   
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31 Thomas 

Krukow 

Written Thank you for the opportunity to provide comments. 

Some of my comments for further than the study and I believe that 

they have significant immediate impact and will affect the future 

study area of Ironwood & US 60. I enclosed 4-graphics to illustrate 

my concerns. 

I hope they can help in the planning process. 

• The study should also include sound abatement walls from 

Meridian Road to Ironwood Drive on both sides of US 60. 

This is the only residential area of US 60 without sound 

barriers, and is only one of a few areas where the roadway 

is above the rooftops of the adjoining homes. The 

undeveloped property on the North side of US 60, from 

Meridian bridge, Eastward towards Ironwood, is approved 

for development of a 600+ Manufactured Home Park 

(MHP). 

 

• The study should address the congestion on Ironwood 

Drive, south of the US 60. Ironwood has been reworked to 

the maximum width already. No widening will be available 

without using the State Owned Apache Creek Golf Course, 

which is under lease from the State. 

However, changes in the northbound traffic signal system at US 60 

on both sides of the bridge could affect auto movement 

immensely. (See included diagrams 1 thru 3). Basically, three (3} 

Northbound lanes cross under bridge. One is a dedicated left turn 

lane to proceed West on US 60. Two (2) lanes are dedicated to 

Northbound traffic. Just South of the US 60 bridge, there are only 

two (2) lanes leading up to the left turn lane start point.  

During morning and afternoon work traffic periods, the current 

dedicated left turn lane backs traffic from the South, all the way to 

Baseline Road and often to the bridge over the CAP Canal south of 

baseline. This backup causes drivers to be impatient and many 

speed past this backup, on the right lane, to try to cut into the left 

turn lane, at the bridge under US 60. 

The proposed traffic signal changes are: 

• Keep the left turn lights as they are. Re-wire the Middle 
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Lane lights and change the light fixture to show a left turn 

and straight ahead option simultaneously for northbound 

traffic. Change the Right lane light fixture to show a straight 

ahead arrow only. These lights should be all on at the same 

time and for the same duration that northbound traffic is 

authorized. 

 

• Two Westbound US 60 on-ramp lanes already exist. The 

southbound Ironwood Drive traffic should be forbidden 

from "Right Turn on Red" by signage. 

 

• Eastbound US 60 traffic exiting at Ironwood Drive. Signaling 

would remain the same. 

I expect that the northbound Ironwood traffic could back up under 

the bridge in both northbound left turn lanes. This would of course 

be a problem for Eastbound traffic exiting at Ironwood, who are 

used to two (2) left turn lanes as they arrive at Ironwood. But this 

could be remedied by timing. The northbound Ironwood lights on 

the Southside of the bridge could be changed to stop x-seconds 

before the lights on the North side of the bridge. 

The above signal changes would provide some measure of traffic 

congestion relief on Ironwood Drive, northward from the CAP Canal 

bridge. Future connection of State Route 24 to Ironwood Drive is a 

long way off to do any good now. 

While this study does not include the effect of the budgeted Half-

diamond exchange at Meridian; the existing poor roadway on 

Meridian; and traffic control at Baseline Road; and or even roadway 

and intersection lighting; that interchange will sorely affect the 

traffic problems in the area of Meridian and Baseline roads and 

consequently to Ironwood Drive and Baseline Road.  

• If significant US 60 traffic choose to exit at Meridian, they 

face a serious problem at Baseline Road, where they will 

find no traffic control lights to help them turn left towards 

Ironwood Drive, and it will be very dark at night. 

• If significant northbound Ironwood Drive traffic determines 

to left turn westbound at Baseline Road, they will create 

the same backup conditions at Baseline Road as they now 

do at US 60. And the current study will not address that 
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new potential problem either.  

 

1. The northbound Ironwood Drive left turn lane at Baseline Road 

is only 392.42 feet long. No additional left turn lane capacity is 

available at Baseline for Westbound onto Baseline. 

 

2. The Northbound Ironwood left turn lane, leading to the bridge, 

combined with the left turn lame under the US 60 bridge, is 

829.60 feet. 

 

3. Adding a second left turn lane next to the existing left turn lane 

at the US 60 will double the existing length to 1,659. 20 feet of 

left turn lane.  

32 n/a Email If I understand what is proposed for this project, then I think that I 

don't understand the value in doing this project.  If  it is only going 

to be that short distance why even bother?  I am sure that the 

lanes past Crismon to Ironwood need to widened, but I would think 

that that needs to go past Ironwood.  In fact it needs to go much 

farther then Gold Canyon if the project is going to do any good. But 

I am sure that some of this is due to budget allotment.  But with 

that said, to take up the just that short distance of road and tie it 

up for months really doesn't seem worth the effort, or expense 

unless you are going past Ironwood. 

33 Annette and 

Tom Padilla 

Email I was on your website and had a comment for you. 

My husband and I carpool to work Monday through Friday from 

Ironwood onto 60 W.  I would love to see an HOV lane extended 

through Ironwood. 

I have additional comments: 

We don't get onto the 60 from Ironwood.  It's far too dangerous 

with cars backed up to Baseline.  When we did take it, on a daily 

basis it was like taking your life in your own hands.  Cars cut in 

dangerously fast and close.  Even in the solid white line getting 

closer to the lights - they cut in.  Even at the light itself as you're 

turning onto the freeway, there were cars that would cut in.  I 

would call the police and beg them to station themselves there 

sometimes to deter these activities.  We finally started turning right 

onto Baseline to Idaho and getting onto the 60 W this way.  Much 
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safer. 

I also wanted to let you know that we don't take 60 to Ironwood to 

exit and go home.  This area is called Death Row because the cars 

back so far onto the freeway there's always accidents and people 

not expecting the backup and having to break and leave skid marks.  

Someone should drive and park to the side and look at all of the 

skid marks.  It looks like a racetrack with someone doing donuts.  

I've called and mentioned my suggestion to Pinal County and they 

point to you.  I've called ADOT and have advised them of this 

situation and recommended that as you exit Ironwood, there are 

three lanes, one late must turn left, one lane must turn right and 

one lane in the middle where you can turn both ways.  Well guess 

what happens, there will be one car turning left, and then another 

car pulls up and is turning left but gets in the middle lane versus the 

left lane.  No one can be second these days.  Meanwhile you have 

thirty cars backed up at rush hour trying to exit and turn right.  MY 

RECOMMENDATIONS WHAT TO HAVE TWO RIGHT TURN ONLY 

LANES.  This would help the 95 to 5 ratio of cars turning right and 

left.  For every 95 cars turning right, there are 5 turning left.  Makes 

no sense.  Well we don't go this way, too dangerous.  We take 202 

to exit 24 to Ellsworth. 

Thanks for the 24, it's been amazing!  I beg of you to extend even 

further. 

Now that the housing market is getting better the builders haven't 

hesitated to start building more and more housing developments.  

We need more and more roads.  Easier access to highways.  I don't 

want to go back in time when during the commutes it would take 

you an hour to get to and from the freeway with cars driving on the 

side of road and through farms illegally. 

34 Loren Sterling Online I just wanted to voice my support of the plan to widen US Highway 

60 from Crismon to Ironwood. Traffic is steadily building and this 

would alleviate some of the bottlenecking that occurs there during 

peak hours. 

35 Dan Beatty Online I believe this project should be looked at, as the traffic particularly 

from Ironwood to Meridian on US 60 gets congested during 

commuting times, especially from October-May, and even more 

during February-March during the Renaissance Festival annually. It 
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is my understanding that the land involved in this project is 

primarily State Trust Land, and there are most likely wildlife and 

eco-systems considerations. I suggest the project proceed as 

stated. I am not aware of any alternatives, but others might have 

some comments regarding alternatives. 

36 Kim Howard Online BUILD it as soon as possible!!!! Quit thinking/talking about it is 

NEEDED NOW!!  

37 Shane Kiesow Online When considering these improvements, please also consider the 

following:  

1. Completion of the landscaping that is currently only 1/2 

existing for the TI at Crismon/60 - to me it would have made 

sense to complete the whole TI instead of leaving it looking 

like it was never finished. Landscaping also of the Signal Butte 

TI along with these improvements.  

 

2. Consider installation of landscaping for the upcoming TI at 

Meridian/60 with the graphic designs like City of AJ has it 

Ironwood, Idaho, etc. which is really cool like several other 

areas throughout valley - Rio Salado/101.  

 

3. Paint the ugly overpass of Meridian and continue paint scheme 

for the rest of the TI overpasses east Ironwood, Idaho, 

Tomahawk etc. like the other newer freeways around the 

Valley.  

 

4. Include something to deal with the mess at the Ironwood/60 

TI. Need dual pocket left turn for northbound Ironwood traffic 

from San Tan/Queen Creek area to go west onto the 60. The 

log jam makes it difficult to get through 36th Ave./Ironwood 

intersection and even going east through the 

Ironwood/Baseline intersection which is even backed up all 

the way to the canal bridge - a mile! This traffic jam in my 

opinion will not decrease with the Meridian TI, with no traffic 

signal at Meridian/Baseline this traffic will continue to use 

Ironwood as well as Signal Butte which also makes that 

intersection difficult to get through - especially Fridays with 

the Flea Market open. Ironwood/60 will not have any relief 

either until the new SR 24 connects with Ironwood or if/when 

Meridian is extended contiguously to the south into San 
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Tan/Queen Creek areas.  

Much appreciate the opportunity to comment, especially with the 

convenience of doing this on-line. : ) Thank you for the 

consideration of these comments! 

38 Lucretia 

Pelletier 

Online I live along Meridian and support the idea of creating an 

interchange on Meridian/US 60. My concern is that Meridian Rd. 

currently will not support the traffic. Meridian is in very bad 

condition between Baseline north to University currently. This is 

due to issues of who is responsible for maintenance or the road; 

Maricopa County, Pinal County, Cities of Apache Junction or Mesa. 

It is a real mess and that needs to be addressed before thoughts of 

creating a freeway access at Meridian. Someone is going to have to 

be responsible for widening Meridian Road, creating turn lanes, 

lights that include left turn arrows, and who is going to maintain 

Meridian in the future? 

39 Jan Roberts Online Two extra lanes, with rubberized asphalt would be a great 

improvement between Crismon and Ironwood. There is 

considerable backup to exit on Ironwood. Extending lanes halfway 

would only cause more accidents and confusion. An exit at 

Meridian seems redundant, with an exit already at Signal Butte. It 

does not seem heavily used. The money would be better spent 

adding the lanes all the way to Ironwood, unless a survey showed 

another exit would greatly reduce the traffic on Ironwood 

40 Dave 

Waldron 

Online This is a project that is needed based on the amount of traffic that 

uses the US 60 from Crismon east. As the area to the south of US60 

in this area develops more traffic will be using this section. At the 

recent public meeting it was made clear there would most likely 

not be any additional ROW needed to add the lanes. This is a good 

project designed for the near future. 

41 Brandi Taylor-

Kelly 

Online This project would be a positive addition to a heavily used area that 

needs more lanes and improvements made to the Meridian Rd 

traffic interchange. 

42 Ed Mears Online Pulice Construction, Inc. is very interested in seeing this project 

continue through full funding for design and construction. Pulice 

Construction provides hundreds of career positions in the 

construction industry and will pursue this project when it is 
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advertised for construction. 

43 Dick 

Westerberg 

Online YES, I would like to see an interchange at Meridian & US 60. 

44 Guy Sumner Online I am in favor of having an interchange at Meridian and the 60. It 

would also be nice to have Meridian extended further south, past 

Baseline. 

45 William 

Randall 

Online Would it be possible to study a proposal for extending the project 

on through Idaho instead of stopping at Ironwood? By the 

projected timeline construction, the population will have expanded 

beyond the Ironwood exchange and we will need to revisit this 

issue again. Why not be proactive and plan for the future instead of 

only dealing in crisis management? 

46 Kathleen 

Powell 

Online I really do not see the real need for either project and drive that 

section of freeway every day. Funds should be spent where there is 

a real need. 

47 Michele 

Doberstein 

Online I live in Santan Valley and am excited about this widening project; 

however, I am more interested in knowing when the SR24 

extension will occur. What is the projected timeline for this 

extension (SR24 from Ellsworth to Ironwood)? Thank you for your 

time and work. 

48 Debbie Blythe Online This area has grown quickly! I travel to Ironwood from Crismon 

every week and sitting in such congestion as this seems strange, 

but is very real. I see the need to expand. 

49 Jeffery R 

White 

Online Last year I bought a home in a subdivision of clustered small homes 

on the Southeast corner of the US 60/Crismon Rd. highway on-

ramp heading East towards Globe. Although I understand the need 

for expansion to more than 2 lanes due to population growth 

beyond Crismon East, the noise pollution is presently unacceptable. 

The highway is elevated 2 stories above the level of the housing 

and all homes are 2 stories. There are highway noise pollution 

barrier walls before the Crismon exit when going East, but not 

beyond Crismon next to our homes. I assume this is because it 

reduces from 3 lanes to 2 lanes and the threshold that requires 

noise pollution barriers is above 2 lanes. Based on the information 

provided, the study’s goal is to add an HOV lane in addition to 

another general purpose lane to US 60 thus widening the road 
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significantly due to space needed for the easement from general 

purpose lane to HOV and the breakdown lane necessary to the left 

of the HOV lane. This will bring the edge of the highway much 

closer to our homes significantly increasing noise pollution. Public 

approval of residents within Crismon Creek Village will be 

significantly diminished without noise pollution barriers and 

nonexistent if there are any plans of eminent domain to our friends 

and neighbors. 
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Appendix L:  Title VI Summary 

 

 


